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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-18 have been examined. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or other form 
of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded hyperlink and/ or other 
form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informalities: On line 4, "the computer 
computer-readable storage" appears to contain a typo. Appropriate correction is required. For 
purposes of examination this wiU be interpreted to read "the computer-readable storage." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and 
using it, in such fiiil, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or 
with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 7, 8, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and/ or use the invention. 
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The disclosure on a whole relates to the process of compiling source code using remotely 
defined source code library files. While the disclosure is sufficient to teach how one of ordinary skill 
in the art would implement a compiler to perform the steps relating to remote source code 
inclusion, there is insufficient support in the disclosiare for implementing the word processor as 
stated in claims 7 and 16, or for implementing financial tracking software as stated in claims 8 and 
17. The claimed steps and disclosure descriptions directed to such embodiments would not be well 
known to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, and as such, a variation 
from the disclosed compiler embodiment would require one of ordinary skill in the art undue 
experimentation to achieve a desired result similar to what is stated in the disclosure. Further, note 
MPEP 2164.01. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distincdy claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 2, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to partictolarly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

8. Claim 2 recites the limitation *'the source code" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination, this claim will be interpreted to 
read "The computer-based method of claim 1 wherein the source code file comprises 'C source 
code." 

9. Claim 16 recites an application software component being a word processing component. 
However, claim 16 is dependent on claim 15, wherein it is stated that the application software 
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component is a compiler component. It is unclear as to what the applicant intends as the application 
software component. 

10. Claim 17 recites an application software component being a financial tracking component. 
However, claim 17 is dependent on claim 16, wherein it is stated that the application software 
component is a word processing component, which is further dependent on claim 15, wherein it is 
stated that the application software component is a compiler component. It is unclear as to what the 
applicant intends as the application software component. 

A improper numbering of claim dependencies appears to be the issue concerning the 112 2"^* 
rejection of claims 16 and 17, and it is suggested that the applicant re-number the related 
dependencies to overcome this rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

11. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

12. Claims 1-6, 9-12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent 6,279,151 to Breslau et al. 



Regarding claim 1: 
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Breslau et al teach: 

a computer-based method for compiling a source code file on a client computer ("a 
computer language compiler for translating a computer source program into an 
executable. . in col. 2 Unes 45-47) 

the source code file being stored on a remote server computer and being accessible via web 
protocols ("a World Wide Web (WWW) uniform resource locator (URL) of a non- 
connected system that contains the libraries, source code, etc. . in col. 3 lines 2-4) 
accepting a manually specified compile command, the compile command including a set of 
parameters, the set of parameters including an identifier corresponding to the source code 
(Note Fig. 4A, items 400 and 401 and the corresponding sections of the disclosure) 
executing a compile procedure correspond to the compile command, the compile procedure 
effecting conversion of the source code file into a file executable on the client computer 
(Note Fig. 4A - 4D and the corresponding sections of the disclosure. The compile 
procedure is described.) 

wherein step of executing the compile procedure including downloading the source code file 
from the remote server computer to the client computer using web protocols (Note Fig. 4B 
and the corresponding section of the disclosure) 

without executing a manually specified download command (Note Fig. 4B, items 414 and 
415 and the corresponding section of the disclosure) 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 2: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose "C" source code as 
claimed ("a source language such as C++" in col. 1 line 23. The C language specification is 
comprised in C++.) 

Regarding claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose an identifier being a URL 
as claimed ("a World Wide Web (WWW) uniform resource locator (URL) of a non-connected 
system that contains the libraries, source code, etc. , in col. 3 lines 2-4) 

Regarding claim 4: 

Breslau et al teach: 

a computer-based method for executing an appKcation on a client computer, the application 
functioning to process file data stored on a remote server computer, the file data stored on a 
remote server computer being accessible via web protocols ("a computer language compiler 
for translating a computer source program into an executable object program and 
contemplates a method and apparatus for operating the compiler to process include 
statements. . in col. 2 lines 45-49. Furdier, "a World Wide Web (WWW) uniform resource 
locator (URL) of a non-connected system that contains the libraries, source code, etc. . in 
col. 3 lines 2-4) 

accepting a manually specified execute command, the execute command including a set of 
parameters, the set of parameters including an identifier corresponding to the file data (Note 
Fig. 4A, items 400 and 401 and the corresponding sections of the disclosure) 
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executing a procedure corresponding to the execute command, the procedure manipulating 
the file data on the client computer ("a computer language compiler for translating a 
computer source program into an executable object program and contemplates a method 
and apparatus for operating the compiler to process include statements. . in col. 2 lines 45- 
49) 

without executing a manually specified download command (Note Fig. 4B, items 414 and 
415 and the corresponding section of the disclosure) 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 5: 

The rejection of claim 4 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 3. 
Regarding claim 6: 

The rejection of claim 4 is incorporated, and fiirther, Breslau et al teach a compiler as claimed ("a 
computer language compiler. . in col. 2 Knes 45-46) 

Regarding claim 9: 

Breslau et al teach: 

a computer system including a processor, memory associated with the processor, and a 
storage medium capable of storing a data file (Note Fig. 1 and the corresponding section of 
the disclosure) 

the data file having a corresponding file identifier (Note Fig. 1, item 104 and the 
corresponding section of the disclosure) 
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an application software component comprised of instructions in the memory and executable 
by die processor, the application software component functioning to process the data file 
(Note Fig. 3 and the corresponding section of the disclosure) 

an I/O software component comprised of instructions in the memory and executable by the 
processor, the I/O software component functioning to accept the file identifier, to 
determine whether the file identifier is a URL and, if so, to retrieve the data file from a 
remote server using the file identifier and, if not, to retrieve the data file from the storage 
medium using the file identifier (Note Figures 3 and 4A and the corresponding sections of 
the disclosure) 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose source code 
corresponding to the I/O software component as claimed (Note Fig. 3, item 104 and the 
corresponding section of the disclosure) 

Regarding claim 11: 

The rejection of claim 9 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose an Operating System I/O 
API as claimed ("to store the source libraries distributed with compilers and product application 
program interfaces (APIs)" in col, 2, lines 7-9) 



Regarding claim 12: 
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The rejection of claim 11 is incorporated, and fiarther, Breslau et al disclose a Windows operating 
system as claimed ("In an OS/2®, Window®, or DOS environment. . in col 1 lines 60-61) 

Regarding claim 18: 

Breslau et al teach: 

a computer-readable storage medium used in a computer system having a processor, 
memory associated with the processor and a storage device having a data storage medium, 
the computer-readable storage medium having instructions capable of being executed by the 
processor (Note Fig. 1 and the corresponding section of the disclosure) 
accepting a file identifier corresponding to a data file (Note Fig. 4A, items 400 and 401 and 
the corresponding sections of the disclosure) 

determining whether the file identifier is a URL and, if so, retrieving the data file from a 
remote server using the file identifier and, if not, retrieving the data file from the data storage 
medium using the file identifier (Note Fig. 4A and the corresponding sections of the 
disclosure) 
as claimed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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14. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
6,279,151 to Breslau et al. 
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103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 



Regarding claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 12 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose a Windows environment 
("In an OS/2®, Window®, or DOS environment. . in col. 1 lines 60-61). However, Breslau et al 
do not explicidy disclose a Windows 2000 operating system as claimed. Official Notice is taken that 
at the time the invention was made, Windows 2000 was a common operating system well known to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. As such, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made would choose to utilize Windows 2000 as the operating environment for the system disclosed 
by Breslau et al for the purposes of utiHzing the invention disclosed by Breslau et al on the more 
recent operating system environment available at the time. 

Regarding claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated, and further, Breslau et al disclose a hard disk drive as 
claimed ("the include files must reside on either a local drive. . in col. 1 lines 55-56) 

Regarding claim 15: 

The rejection of claim 14 is incorporated, and further, note the rejection regarding claim 6. 

Conclusion 

15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Trent J Roche whose telephone number is (703)305-4627. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703)305-9662, The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Trent J Roche 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2124 



